Withholding - suppression - honesty end genuineness of classification. for court one. 

CoL-jda^ion Exhibit is the aame as CoKilssion Doounent in tills case, CK 2945 and 
CD 945 are one and the Bare tiling. Kxc -nt .tlin t the notations were tasked whon the 
Cooisaion rpiuted it. Net only did the Coari onion print It, but I Also did. And, 
thre.' years after I nriat»d it . then the A roll! von went ovr th« list 1 bought frow 
thea to brin- it ip to date on d-claosi fj.cn tic-n, they remarked CD 945 as still 
withhold! 


If the Coaidauion printed this, a?< it did, can it poawibly have born subject 
to withholding to begin with, or in any fora? 


w.t, if the Co/4i listiiou, in thf belief of sorone else, 
and the Coniaicfion vm* th-* only orgtn tlwn qualified to mV 
can its subsequent withholding bit justified on any ground? 


should not h-.ve printed it - 

:« tM.s judgment, as it uid- 


If thif. is no '.ore tluui a 8±r.ipls. bureaucratic oversight, does it not cast doubt 
on tho'i&Ugrity with which this flatter of olasrificatiort and rieolas <iflcetion was 
approached end p»x*foxiaed? When there arc hundreds of uuch cu. es, quite literally, 
can ic b> : assuz w» to be no a/ors t)«in an ovt* rsight ? 


All of this in quite aside frou tha content. Another file represents the 
person the interview 'with whosi is hero reported as entirely non-existent; 

hon-cAisteat? I found, lun by oain*-: tho phono book, interviewed him wl*.u ho 
had no mine tunc* for m to tups record it* and learned that the official representation 
of W httt no i« ©aid to have aail is not fai.hfui to what i* did Bay. 


*uich can, perhaps, explain such "oversights" 


